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RECENT BOOKS
This department undertakes to note or review briefly current books on law and materials closely related thereto. Periodicals, court reports, and other publications that appear
at frequent intervals are not included. The information given in the notes is derived from
inspection of the books, publishers' literature, and the ordinary library sources.

BRIEF REVIEWS.
JumCIAL ADMINISTRATION.
By Arthur T. Vanderbilt. New York: Washington Square Publishing C-orp.
1952. Pp. xx, 1390. $8.50.
In fairness to the author and others who read this review, I should state the
following fact: I began my examination of Justice Vanderbilt's Cases and Materials on Modern Procedure and Judicial Administration with two well-settled
convictions: I. That Justice Arthur T. Vanderbilt is today's greatest constructive
inB.uence in the field of Judicial Administration; 2. That the single casebook or
Mother Hubbard approach to the teaching of Procedure is not sound. After
studying the book, I will not retreat from either conviction.
The book is designed for use in a Survey course in Procedure. It combines
all parts of Procedure in one course-Criminal Procedure, Civil Procedure,
Introduction to Procedure, Pleading, Joinder, Jurisdiction, Judgments, Trials,
Appeals, and Judicial Administration. Once having become satisfied that Procedure can be taught in such a single course rather than in the more complete
four or five courses, one cannot escape the Vanderbilt wizardry and magic in
bringing together workable materials. Excellent as the materials are, they do
not, however, shake my conviction that students learn more about the procedural framework, around which all other law is built, by taking more time in a
number of courses scattered throughout the curriculum.
The greatest contribution Justice Vanderbilt has made in this volume is the
integration of excellent materials on Judicial Administration and allied topics
with other materials on Procedure. The book begins with Roscoe Pound's great
paper on the "Causes of Popular Dissatisfaction with the Administration of
Justice" and ends with a discussion of problems in the field of Judicial Administration, Judicial Selection, the Judiciary System, and the Legal Profession. In
between are discussions of the following: Jurisdiction, Parties, Venue, Process,
Remedies, Pleading, Pre-trial Procedure, Trial, Review, and Execution. These
problems are effectively presented by modem cases and text built around the
federal statutes and rules, leaving any localization to the instructor and the
student. The materials are exhaustively annotated, and in this respect should
prove valuable to the practitioner. All of the appropriate federal statutes and
rules are set out in full.
The only real shortcomings in the book stem from the author's efforts to
provide materials for a single Procedure course. Because he has been forced to
cover in one volume what at the University of Michigan Law School is covered
in five separate courses, it is understandable that some of the treatment is sketchy
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and some of the cases are very closely edited. It is true, as Justice Vanderbilt
says, that all students should be exposed to at least as much Procedure as covered in the volume. In my opinion, however, law schools should expand the
thoroughness of required Procedural training so as to cover more effectively the
areas of study suggested by Justice Vanderbilt. This would require the giving
of a number of separate Procedure courses.
The book is excellent for a single coverall Procedure course. As could be
expected, Justice Vanderbilt has exerted his constructive influence in the field
of Judicial Administration by including materials to make the students conscious
of their constant obligation to improve the administration of justice, a trust that
must not be treated lightly by those who would _call themselves lawyers.
Charles W. Joiner*
"'Associate Professor of Law, University of Michigan.-Ed.

